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DETAILED ACTION 

Response to Amendment 

This is in response to the amendments filed on 3/23/10; claims 12 and 13 have 
been added. Claims 6 - 13 are now pending in the current application. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 6-11 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Ozaki et al. (U.S. 2001/0031658) in view of Jeong (U.S. 2003/0016313). 

Regarding claims 6, 8, and 9, Ozaki provides a gaming machine that includes a 
variable display device, wherein the display device discloses a front display device in 
front of the variable display device, (par. 0010), wherein the front display device may 
include an electrical display device that allows the variable display device to be 
observed, (par. 0007), a rear holder that has a front and rear face that defines a 
thickness that holds the electrical display device from a rear side in a facially - opposing 
manner, (fig. 2, part 27), wherein the rear holder having one or more windows allowing 
the designs of the variable display to be observed, (fig. 2, parts 27a, 27b, and 27c), 
which are viewed as rectangular openings that are smaller than the reel display window 
unit, wherein the reel display window unit displays the symbol combination through the 
holder. The flat panel member as disclosed in the present invention is a machine front 
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panel that extends across the display of the gaming machine. Ozaki further discloses a 
middle section, in which a front panel, (part 26 of fig. 1 and fig. 2), is fitted, wherein the 
front panel, the transparent EL panels, and the rear holder, (part 27 of fig. 2), are 
stacked to from an integrated three-layer structure (par. 0042). The examiner views the 
front panel as a flat panel member that is defined by an outer peripheral edge having a 
front face and an opposite rear face that defines a thickness there between, wherein the 
panel member having one or more windows, (parts 27a, 27b, and 27c), disposed 
internally of the outer peripheral edge and extending to and between the front and rear 
faces, wherein each window having a recessed portion that extends from the front face 
and partially into the panel member, but Ozaki is silent on the issue of the peripheral 
corner portions of the rear holder being removed. In a related art, however, Jeong 
provides a display device that teaches the removal of end portions of a guide plate or 
window of a display device, wherein the removal of the end portions, forms a second 
recessed portion which is a stepped down-portion that is larger than the first recessed 
portion (abstract and par. 0076). Therefore, one would be motivated to combine the 
teachings of Jeong into the art disclosed by Ozaki in order to make the thickness of the 
rear holder thinner in order to make a stepped down portion that extends from the rear 
side and partially into the rear holder in order to prevent the peripheral corner portions 
from being viewed by the player of the gaming machine. 

Regarding claim 7, Ozaki provides a gaming machine that includes a variable 
display device, wherein the display device discloses a front display device in front of the 
variable display device, (par. 0010), wherein Ozaki further discloses a semi-transparent 
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reflective plate that is disposed between the LCD device and the back display device, 
wherein a light source is preferably disposed upward of the reflective plate, wherein the 
light emitted from the light source is reflected by the back side and passes through the 
reflective plate, while the light emitted from the light source is reflected by the reflective 
plate, (par. 0138), which is viewed by the examiner as a light guiding plate for guiding 
light emitted from a light source to the electrical display panel. 

Regarding claim 1 1 , Ozaki provides a gaming machine wherein the variable 
display device comprises one or more rotatable reels with each having a reel band 
which designs are drawn that is disposed internally of the gaming machine (par. 0046). 

Regarding claims 12 and 13, Ozaki provides a gaming machine that includes a 
variable display device, wherein the display device discloses a front display device in 
front of the variable display device, (par. 0010), but Ozaki is silent on the issue of the 
peripheral corner portions of the rear holder being removed. As stated above, however, 
Jeong teaches the removal of corner portions, wherein the Examiner views this teaching 
in combination with the rear holder of Ozaki, wherein as shown in fig. 2, the rear holder, 
(part 27), is on the rear side, wherein once a corner portion of the rear holder is 
removed, as done and taught by the Jeong reference, the corner portion will serve as 
an outer periphery of the opening of the rear holder, which is in a rear side in a 
thickness direction. 
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3. Claim 10 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Ozaki et al. (U.S. 2001/0031658) in view of Jeong (U.S. 2003/0016313) as applied to 
claim 8 above, and further in view of Sato (U.S. 6,734,927). 

Regarding claim 10, Ozaki provides a gaming machine that includes a variable 
display device, wherein the display device discloses a front display device in front of the 
variable display device, (par. 0010), and Jeong teaches the removal of corner, but both 
cited are silent on the issue of including an antistatic sheet. In a related art, however, 
Sato provides a liquid crystal display that is held between an upper frame and a lower 
frame, (abstract), wherein Sato teaches that the frame can be coated with an antistatic 
agent, (col. 4, lines 3 - 4). The examiner views this teaching with the Ozaki and Jeong 
references as the gaming machine including an antistatic sheet that may be provided in 
the rear side of the rear holder where the corner portion was removed. Therefore, it 
would have been obvious to one or ordinary skill in the art the time of invention to 
combine the teachings of Jeong and Sato into the art disclosed by Ozaki in order to 
prevent static charge with an antistatic agent, which will improve the yield of the liquid 
crystal display. 

Response to Arguments 

4. Applicant's arguments filed on 3/23/10 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. Regarding claim 6, Applicants argue that "Ozaki and Jeong, either alone 
or in any permissable combination, fail to disclose or suggest a peripheral corner portion 
in a rear side in a thickness direction of the opening, the peripheral corner portion 
serving as an outer periphery of the opening of the holder, is removed so as not be 
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viewed in a case where the symbol combination on the variable display device is viewed 
through the opening of the holder." The Examiner acknowledged in the previous office 
action that the primary reference of Ozaki is silent on this issue, wherein the secondary 
reference is relied upon to meet at least this claim limitation, but the Applicants further 
argue that "Jeong fails to remedy the deficiencies of Ozaki." More specifically it is 
argued that since "the Office Action has failed to consider the phrases in a rear side in a 
thickness direction and the peripheral corner portion serving as an outer periphery of 
the opening of the holder", "thus while Jeong discloses removal of the corner portions", 
Jeong fails to disclose or suggest the limitations argued above. The Examiner 
respectfully disagrees. As disclosed in the present invention, the limitation of the 
removal of the corner portions is done in order for the peripheral corner portions to be 
prevented from being viewed by the player, wherein, as a result of this, the thickness of 
the rear holder is thinner, wherein the thickness of the reel display is entirely prevented 
from being recognized. In the previous office action, the Examiner noted that one would 
be motivated to combine the cited art references in order to make the thickness of the 
rear holder thinner in order to make a stepped down portion that extends from the rear 
side and partially into the rear holder in order to prevent the peripheral corner portions 
from being viewed by the player of the gaming machine. Furthermore, this rejection is 
based on the combination of the cited references. For example, as disclosed in the 
previous office action, the reference of Ozaki discloses a rear holder, (part 27 of fig. 2), 
wherein as shown in fig. 2, the rear holder as compared to the rear holder of the present 
invention, (part 39h of fig. 3), are in the exact same position, wherein the only difference 
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between the two is the present invention removes a corner portion of the rear holder, 
while the Ozaki reference does not. The Examiner then relies on the Jeong reference as 
teaching the removal of corner portions, wherein the Examiner views this teaching in 
combination with the rear holder of Ozaki, wherein as shown in fig. 2, the rear holder, 
(part 27), is on the rear side, wherein once a corner portion of the rear holder is 
removed, as done and taught by the Jeong reference, the corner portion will serve as 
an outer periphery of the opening of the rear holder, which is in a rear side in a 
thickness direction. Therefore, the Examiner maintains that Ozaki in view of Jeong 
renders at this claim limitation obvious. 

5. In response to the arguments of claim 1 0, the limitations of claim 1 0 are now 
overcome by the Sato as disclosed above. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Eric M. Thomas whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
1699. The examiner can normally be reached on 7a.m. - 3p.m.. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John Hotaling can be reached on (571) 272-4437. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



/John M Hotaling II/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 3714 



